July 16, 1969 
Dear Mr. Weis bergs 

Thank you for taking the time to send me your comments after reading my paper. 
Criticism such as yours and Gary's is very helpful. We will be going down to 
Dallas on Monday or Tuesday now, since Gary is still getting some work done on 
his car, 

I am enclosing the letter from Itek in which they comment on the analysis in the 
I 967 Life. You may copy this or quote from it if you should ever wish to. 

Both you and Gary have commented strongly on two or three statements which I 
wish that I had worded very much differently from what I did. I should have 
said s one thing like: "Thus it can be concluded that the Warren Commission was 

working from an inaccurate base of photographic analysis in its construction of 
the single-bullet theory. While the Commission believed both Kennedy and Connally 
struck between frames 210 and about 240, this report has presented evidence ...". (etc . ) 
It was try no means ny intention to seem to support the lone-assassin theory by 
"eliminating" a single-bullet theory. I mentioned the difficulties of the shot 
through the tree, including the Commission's own quote, but I did not stress 
enough the relation to the lone-assassin theory. I thought that this would be 
implicit in the evidence I present to show that the first shot not only went 
through the tree (if fired from the alleged position) but also did hit the President 
and was an accurate shot (wherever it came from) — — contrary to the missed— shot 
of CBS and others. I realize that my wording was inexcusably obtuse, if not 
downright contradictory. My paper will be greatly improved by your comments and 
by Gary's, 

To clarify for you, I did "advance my own beliefs of the actual firing with 
regard to the frame sj namely, about 193 and 234; I believe the Connally shot 
to have come from Oswald's rifle in the alleged position (whoever fired it), 
while I tend to think that the first shot may have come from the west end of 
the sixth floor, through the large opening between the trees. As you know, 
there is reason to believe two people may have been on the sixth floor; Hickey 
(and many others) are turning to the right rear; Dillard pictures show two 
pindows cracked open at the west end of the sixth floor; Waltheri Carr; Rowland; 
the men on the fifth - floor hearing the first shot from. somewhere else and the 
second over their heads 1 etc; etc, I could have gone into all those things in 
detail, but it was beyond the limited purpose of my paper — merely to show 
how the evidence can be used to place the timing of the shots. Beyond the rifle 
speed, camera speed, and tree blocking, I tried to testrict nyself to what 
could be observed in photographs and related to testimony. I did not mean to 
be evasive in not giving some conclusion on the location of the assassin(s), 
other than "right rear," Perhaps a sentence or two could be added to clarify 
this (or at least explain why I don't mention it.). 

Your other main criticism was related to the 42-frame figure; Gary, George % 

Rennar, and I have argued this a bit and no one agrees with me at all. While 
you now see that I do not believe the first two shots to have come from the 
Mannlicher-Carcano in 41 frames, for the sake of arguement, I would concede 
to a Commission defender that such a rapid feat is possible (ignoring the tree- 
caused inaccuracy on the first shot, which he would dismiss, of course), for 

the following reasons: ...... ., ___ 

(1) On page 82 of Stephen White's book, he goes into more detail than the FBI 
did and gives very good reason to believe that 4,6 cannot be simply calved to 
2.3 and 42 frames. His CBS shooters often beat two seconds, while the fastest 
f^Ll time was 4.1, I believe. The series were "rarely equally spaced", and it 
is possible that the same could obtain with Oswald's rifle. 
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I do not moan to coir^ro the well-oiled CBS rifle with Oswald's except in the sense 
of unequal spacing implying lower minimum times than 42, 

(2) Hie Connally shot was f in fact, not an "accurate, aimed shot"; it may 
have missed JFK's head by as much as 10 to 12 inches, as the President was 
slumping left and the bullet hit Connally near the right arm-pit, 

(3) Frazier was at least getting the sights back onto a still target rather 
well in his 4,6 and 4,8 series — perhaps a hurried lead would throw the 
assassination shot to Connally, At least, the assassin may have had time to 
get the sights back very near the President in 41 frames; near enough for him 
to make the decision to fire. 

In short, while I convince nobody, I would accept the possibility of two shots 
from the Carcano in 41 frames as a theoretical possibility, on the basis of the 
ti-ming, I would not quibble about a frame or two in the analysis, anyhow, for 
my 193 could very well be as early as 190 or 188, since there is some' blurring 
there, of course, I based my estimate on observation in the Archives slides 
of the President's arm, head, and shoulders. 

Your other more minor criticisms were also very valuables the wind ; the "selected" 
frames published by Life; etc. 

Regarding the gap in the tree, I am not relying on the toy 1964 photos, but 
rather the Dec 5 19o3 Secret Service photos of volume 17, which show the gap 
quite well. Do you have information of a pruning operation prior to the 
December data, which I had assumed would conform well to the November 22 date? 

Regarding the camera speed, I see no difficulty with the 18,3 figure. The camera 
obviously didn't run down until long after the head shot, thus the "slow time" 
at the end of the spring can be ignored. From what I know and from the FBI 
test, the deviations from 18,3 should not be too significant, I will talk to 
Gary about this. At frames near 290, Alvarez' abrupt shift from a constant 12 
mph to a constant 8 mph would compare well with a shift from IX about 18 to about 
24 frames per second, but I thought that the camera couldn't do 24, Gary may 
have mis-stated himself in an earlier letter to me, when he mentioned that a 
small flick of the finger could shift camera speeds. 

For what it is worth, Ray Marcus and I have written back and forth and he now 
agrees with me that 234 is better than 237-238, The only real significance of 
quibbling over two or three frame 3 is that Thompson '3 shaded area on his map 
for the second shot angle must be shifted around a good deal counter-clockwise — 
so far that it goes right to the heart of the Depository , 

I am not familiar with Mary Farrell's observations; I hppe that Gary will explain 
them when I see him. 

Before I close, I suppose that I should mention (if I haven't before) that I am 
not a police science major, but rather a physics major and psychology minor from 
Michigan State University; I will be a physics graduate student at Berkeley next 
year. The work under Professor Turner of Police Administration was an honors 
directed study lasting about a year. 

Thank you again for your many helpful criticisms. 



Sincerely, 




Don Olson 



